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violation of Brady v. Maryland (373 U.S. 83) at petitioner’s underlying crimi-
nal trial.
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to modify terms of contract, constituted admissions that plaintiff’s contract with
defendant was defective and could not be performed by defendant as written;
claim that trial court erred in making its award of damages to plaintiff.
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habeas court for making of underlying factual findings from record and for
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counsel’s representation at sentencing constituted constitutionally deficient per-
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Possession of narcotics with intent to sell; claim that trial court improperly denied
defendant’s pretrial motion to dismiss charges against him or, in alternative,
to suppress any evidence relating to currency seized during his arrest; whether
police department’s failure to preserve potentially exculpatory evidence violated
defendant’s right to due process under factors set forth in State v. Asherman (193
Conn. 695); whether trial court abused its discretion by denying defendant’s
postverdict motions for new trial or, in allernative, mistrial, based on state’s
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Burglary in first degree; criminal mischief in first degree; threatening in second
degree; criminal violation of protective ordeyr; tampering with witness; attempt
to commit criminal violation of protective order; claim that state presented insuf-
ficient evidence that defendant committed burglary in first degree; claim that
state’s theory of case, that defendant entered or remained unlawfully in victim’s
home because victim expressly forbid him from entering home, was not legally
viable; claim that evidence was insufficient to prove beyond reasonable doubt
that defendant was armed with dangerous instrument; claim that trial court’s
instruction concerning charge of burglary in first degree constituted plain error.



